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Docket No. 43471 
Jefferson County Case No. 
CR-2014-2023 
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Defendant/ Appellant. 
APPELLANT'S BRIEF 
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Honorable Alan C. Stephens, District Judge, presiding. 
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two suspended sentence 
for two and one-half (2 Yi) years. 
Court, in addition to the standard terms of probation, subjected Appellant to 
numerous special terms and conditions. These were including, but not limited to: a 
apology to the obtaining psychiatric consultation and 
domestic violence evaluation and treatment, that the defendants dating and relationships 
shall be overseen by probation consistent standard sex offender protocol and finally, that 
"the defendant shall be handled in probation and parole's standard sex offender caseload, 
including full disclosure polygraph"1 
Appellant accepted the terms and conditions of probation at that time, and continues on 
probation to this day. 
On July 20, 2015, Appellant, through counsel, filed his appeal. 
ISSUES ON 
1. That the Court did abuse its discretion in sentencing by requiring Brian Hirschi to be 
supervised as a sex offender, when he had not been convicted of a register-able sex offence. 
1Judgement of Conviction Suspended and Order of Probation, June 9, 2015. 
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recommendations as your probation, you be the 
sex caseload as part of your probation; sex offender treatment 
programming, and give a disclosure polygraph that 
psyciatric consultation; and that you complete a 52-week domestic violence evaluation and 
that or involved during term 
your probation have to monitored through the sex offender treatment program parole 
officer.5 
While the probation statute does give the Court discretion sentencing, Appellant 
believes that the requirement to be supervised as a sex offender was neither necessary nor 
appropriate, as Aggravated Assault is not found to be one of the crimes which require registry as 
a sex offender, pursuant to Idaho Code 18-8300, et seq. 
While the psychosexual evaluator did recommend that Appellant would benefit from the 
increased supervision required by sex offender case load, the Appellant was noted as having a 
low risk for re-offending. light of a low PSI, and the low assessment of recidivism, it is 
3Id. at ln. 22-24. 
4Appellant notes that attempts to have a re-evaluation done by Dr. Lindsey are not 
impossible, as the evaluator has passed away. 
5Id. at p. 23, ln. 12-25 
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